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 On February 24, 2005, the Santa Clara County District Attorney filed a petition 

under Welfare and Institutions Code section 602, alleging that the minor, Derek U., 

violated Penal Code section 245, subdivision (a)(1), assault by means of force likely to 

produce great bodily injury.  It was further alleged that in the commission of the offense, 

the minor personally inflicted great bodily injury on another in violation of Penal Code 

section 12022.7, subdivision (a). 

 On June 20, 2005, a petition was filed pursuant to Welfare and Institutions Code 

section 777 alleging that the minor had violated his probation by failing to obey all laws, 

associating with known gang members, and possessing gang-related materials. 
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 A jurisdictional hearing on the petition filed February 24, 2005, was held on 

August 9, 2005.  The juvenile court found the allegation in court 1 true, and sustained the 

great bodily injury allegation. 

 On October 12, 2005, the minor admitted that he had violated probation in that he 

had been arrested for violating the law, had possessed gang-related material and had 

associated with known gang members. 

 At the disposition hearing on January 11, 2006, the juvenile court continued the 

minor as a ward of the court, ordered him to serve 218 days in juvenile hall with credit 

for 218 days served, and imposed other terms of probation.  The court then dismissed the 

case. 

 The minor filed a timely notice of appeal. 

 Appointed appellate counsel has filed an opening brief which states the case and 

the facts but raises no issues.  The minor was notified of his right to submit written 

argument on his own behalf within 30 days.  That period has elapsed and we have 

received no written argument from the minor. 
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 Pursuant to People v. Wende (1979) 25 Cal.3d 436, we have reviewed the entire 

record and have concluded that there is no arguable issue on appeal. 

 The judgment is affirmed. 

 
 
 
                                                                 
       Duffy, J. 
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